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AVERAGE GRADE ANALYSIS
UNIT 1-2
3 Ft Envelope 0/5 Line
Existing Proposed
Station Elevation Elevation
(ft) (ft)
1 82.0 933
2 92.9 93.0
3 92.4 a3.1
4 91.4 82.6
5 90.9 983.1
5 g82.0 929
7 g91.8 83.1
8 91.5 92.4
TOTAL | 7349 | 743.5
Avg=Y/8 | 91.9 92.9
EXISTING GRADE (MAX*)
91.9 + 3° = 949
CONTROLLING AVERAGE GRADE** = 92.9

BSMT CEILING — AVG GRADE: 93.4 — 92.8 = 0.5'

* Max Average Grade = Existing Grade + 3 ft
** Lower Grade Controls
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AVERAGE GRADE ANALYSIS
\ e UNITS 13—14
\ g8\ / \ Hedh 0 3 Ft Envelope 0/S Line
\ETE (YRA Gofii 3 wey 874 L NEY ey e e ti
CONERETE ) [ STORE unsainy 57 —_— - Ex:st:{:g Propa?ed
GRASS e ‘_ E—————EE — r'1 . \ GRAVEL. Station Elevation Elevation
e e oneTe Witk XIOE A0 ajl oaneway (ft) (ft)
853 : 82.5 84.5
: e 89,0 G697 ?
475 55,0/ 9M—""5g 3 / Ho.6% / ___________ 2 2.1 84.5
. __:.m:;iT — 3 84.0 84.3
.89 9=3fi o 4 84.3 84.8
62 | PE AN | b b 5 84.5 84.5
' 6 84.6 84.7
7 84.9 84.5
8 84.1 84.5
TOTAL | 6710 | 676.3
Avg=y/8 | 839 84.5
EXISTING GRADE (MAX*)
+3 =
CONTROLLING AVERAGE GRADE** = B4.5
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LL. CEILING — AVG GRADE: 84.9 — 84.5 = 0.4

* Mox Average Grade = Existing Grade + 3 ft
** {ower Grade Controls

AVERAGE GRADE

AVERAGE GRADE ANALYSIS
UNITS 3—4
3 Ft Envelope Q/S Line
Existing Proposed
Station Elevation Elevation
(ft) (ft)
7 91.5 82.6
2 g91.6 92.6
J 91.7 92.6
4 81.6 91.2
5 91.4 92.7
6 91.9 g2.5
7 g91.3 82.7
8 g91.4 92.6
TOTAL | 7324 | 739.5
Avg=Y/8 | 916 92.4
EXISTING GRADE (MAX")
6 +3 = 946
CONTROLLING AVERAGE GRADE** = 92.4

B5SMT CEILING — AVG GRADE: 93.0- 92.4 = 0.6’

* Mox Averoge Grade = Existing Grade + J ft
** Lower Grade Controls

AVERAGE GRADE ANALYSIS
UNITS 15—-17
3 Ft Envelope 0/S Line
Existing Proposed
Station Elevation Elevation
(ft) (ft)
! 85.8 84.2
2 85.6 84.2
I, 85.1 84.2
4 85.3 893.0
5 86.1 93.0
& 86.2 93.0
7 86.8 83.0
8 86.5 93.0
TOTAL | 6874 | 7176
Avg=y/8 | 859 91.7
EXISTING GRADE (MAX*)
85.9 + 3' = 88.9
CONTROLLING AVERAGE GRADE** = 88.9

L.L. CEILING — AVG GRADE: 935 — 889 = 4.7’

* Max Average Grade = Exisling Grade + 3 ft
** |pwer Grade Controls

LOT No. 57 |

AVERAGE GRADE ANALYSIS
UNITS 5-6
3 Ft Envelope 0/S Line
Existing Proposed
Station Elevation Elevation
(rt) (ft)
1 88.2 87.2
2 88.1 91.1
3 89.2 80.6
4 80.3 91.1
5 90.7 80.8
6 91.4 90.8
7 89.9 80.8
8 88.7 ar.1
TOTAL | 7165 | 7325
Avg=y/8 | 89.6 91.6
EXISTING GRADE (MAX*)
89.6 + 3 = 926
CONTROLLING AVERAGE GRADE** = 91.6

BSMT CEILING — AVG GRADE: 91.2 — 91.6 = —-0.4'

* Max Average Grade = Existing Grode + 3 ft
** Lowsr Grode Controls

AVERAGE GRADE ANALYSIS
UNITS 18-21
J Ft Envelope 0/S Line
Existing Proposed
Station Elevation Elevation
(ft) (tt)
7 87.5 94.3
2 86.5 94.3
J 86.3 94.3
4 86.3 94.5
) 86.2 84.3
5 86.3 85.1
7 86.5 85.4
a 87.2 85.1
9 86.9 85.1
10 87.1 94.3
TOTAL | 866.8 | 906.7
Avg=y/10 | 86.7 90.7
EXISTING GRADE (MAX*)
86.7 + 3' = 89
CONTROLLING AVERAGE GRADE** = 89.7

LL CEILING — AVG GRADE: 94.4 — 89.7 = 4.7’

* Max Average Grade = Existing Grade + 3 ft
** Lower Grade Controls
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AVERAGE GRADE ANALYSIS

UNITS 7-8
3 Ft Envelope 0/S Line
Existing Proposed
Station Elevation Efevation
() (ft)
1 86.2 85.3
2 86.4 87.5
J 86.8 87.3
4 87.5 87.5
5 87.9 87.2
6 88.2 87.2
7 87.0 87.2
8 86.1 87.3
TOTAL | 6961 | 696.5
Avg=y/8 | 870 87.1
EXISTING GRADE (MAX*)
87.0 + 3° = 90.

CONTROLLING AVERAGE GRADE** = 87.1

BSMT CEILING — AVG GRADE: 87.6 — 87.1 = 0.5

* Maox Average Grode = Existing Grade + 3 ft
** lowsr Grode Controls

AVERAGE GRADE ANALYSIS

UNITS 22-24
3 Ft Envelope 0O/S Line
Existing Proposed
Station Elevation Elevation
(rt) (ft)
1 88.1 94.7
2 87.5 85.9
3 87.3 86.2
4 87.3 85.9
5 88.1 84.7
6 88.6 95.0
7 88.8 95.2
8 88.6 94.7
TOTAL | 7043 | 7223
Avg=Y/8 | 880 90,3
EXISTING GRADE (MAX*)
88.0 + 3° = 910

CONTROLLING AVERAGE GRADE** = 90.3

LL. CEILING — AVG GRADE: 952 — 903 = 4.9’

* Max Average Grade = Existing Grade + 3 ft
** Lower Grade Controls
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AVERAGE GRADE ANALYSIS AVERAGE GRADE ANALYSIS
UNITS 9-10 UNITS 11-12
3 Ft Envelope 0/S Line 3 Ft Envelope 0/S Line
Existing Proposed Existing Proposed
Station Elevation Elevation Station Efevation Elevation
(ft) (ft) (ft) (ft)
1 84.7 85.1 ! 84.3 84.5
2 85.2 85.6 2 84.3 85.0
J 85.5 85.1 J 84.3 84.5
4 86.1 85.6 4 84.3 85.0
5 86.2 85.3 5 85.3 84.7
6 85.8 85.3 6 84.4 84.7
7 85.5 85.3 7 83.9 84.7
8 84.6 85.3 8 84.6 84.7
TOTAL | 6836 | 682.6 TOTAL | 6754 | 677.8
Avg=y/8 | 855 85.3 Avg=y/8 | 84.4 84.7
EXISTING GRADE (MAX*) EXISTING GRADE (MAX¥)
855 + 3 = 885 844 + 3° = B74
CONTROLLING AVERAGE GRADE** = 85.3 CONTROLLING AVERAGE GRADE** = 84.7

G5MT CEILING — AVG GRADE: 85.7 — 853 = 0.4'

* Max Averoge Grade = Existing Grade + 3 ft
** Lower Grode Controls

BSMT CEILING — AVG GRADE: 85.1 — 84.7 = 0.4’

* Max Averoge Grade = Existing Grade + 3 fi
** Lower Grade Controls

AVERAGE GRADE ANALYSIS

UNITS 25-26
J Ft Envelope 0/S Line
Existing Proposed
Station Elevation Elevation
(ft) (rt)
! 89.9 92.0
2 89.2 821
3 89.3 92.0
4 a9.1 821
5 90.5 89.6
& 90.7 g2.1
7 80.6 82.7
a 80.2 9271
TOTAL | 7195 | 7341
Avg=Y/8 | 89.9 91.8
EXISTING GRADE (MAX*)
89.9 + 3 = 929
CONTROLLING AVERAGE GRADE** = 91.8

LL. CEILUNG — AVG GRADE: 92.5 — 91.8 = 0.7'

* Max Average Grade = Existing Grade + 3 ft
** | ower Grode Conlrols
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1. The purpose of this plan /s only for the calculation of the average grode for
It shall not be used for any other aspect of construction.

3. Elevations shown are based on the North American Vertical Datum of 1988 (NAVD &8.)

2. Proposed grades were taken from the Site Grading and Layout Plan, Sheet 2 of 8 of the
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ONLY COFIES OF THIS MAP, BEARING AN ORIGINAL
IMPRINT OF THE ENGINEER'S EMBOSSED SEAL SHALL BE
CONSIDERED TO BE TRUE, VALID COPIES.
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